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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application 
being examined was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily 
published under 35 U.S.C. 122(b). Therefore, this application is examined under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1-10 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Yates et al (USP 6167438). 

3. Yates anticipated the independent claim 1 by the following: 

"A method of servicing requests for delivery of a media content file in a network of 
client-server computing systems in which a client computer makes an inquiry to an 
origin server to locate a media server associated with the origin server which stores the 
media content file, and wherein a local media cache is located within the network at a 
point near the client" (the abstract; fig. 7; col. 2, lines 28-34; col. 3, lines 23-51). 
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"the method comprising the steps of: at the client, requesting delivery of the media 
content file by requesting from the origin server the delivery of a media redirection file 
(MRF) containing a redirection object specifying instructions for obtaining the media 
content file from the media server" (col. 5, lines 12-25; fig. 10; the abstract; col. 1, lines 
23-49); 

"and prior to delivery of the media redirection file to the client, intercepting the media 
redirection file and rewriting the instructions contained therein so that the media content 
file is obtained from the local media cache by the client instead of from the media server 
directly" (col. 3, lines 23- 65; col. 5, lines 12-25). 

4. Yates anticipated claim 2 by the following: 

"the step of intercepting the media redirection file is performed at a node in the network 
near the client" (the abstract). 

5. Yates anticipated claim 3 by the following: 

"...wherein the step of intercepting the media redirection file is performed at an 
intermediate node in the network" (fig. 7; col. 7, lines 18-27). 

6. Yates anticipated claim 4 by the following: 

"...wherein the step of intercepting the media redirection file is performed at the origin 
server" (col. 2, lines 35-66; col. 9, lines 38-41). 

7. Yates anticipated claim 5 by the following: 



2 




Application/Control Number: 09/440,975 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2177 

"...wherein the step of intercepting the media direction file is modified at a link layer" 
(the abstract; cols. 19-20, lines 64-33). 

8. Yates anticipated claim 6 by the following: 

"...wherein the local media cache is selected from among multiple media caches" (fig. 
10, col. 20, lines 16-25). 

9. Yates anticipated claim 7 by the following: 

"...wherein the media content file is stored in the local media cache prior to the client 
requesting delivery of the media content file" (col. 20, lines 7-33). 

1 0. Yates anticipated claim 8 by the following: 

"determining an observed link bandwidth for file transfers between the local media 
cache and the client; and rewriting the instructions in the media redirection file to specify 
one of a plurality of media content files depending upon the observed link bandwidth" 
(cols. 14-17, lines 27-2). 

1 1 . Yates anticipated claim 9 by the following: 

"...wherein the multiple media caches are arranged and selected in accordance with a 
fault tolerance capability" (col. 4, lines 26-30). 

12. Yates anticipated claim 10 by the following: 
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"...wherein the multiple media caches are arranged as a cache cluster" (fig. 10). 

13. Yates anticipated claim 12 by the following: 

"...before rewriting the instructions contained in the media redirection file, determining if 
the media content file is stored at the local cache server" (cols. 25-26, lines 63-20; col. 
4, lines 34-40). 

14. Yates anticipated claim 13 by the following: 

"...wherein the step of rewriting the instructions further comprises the step of rewriting 
an <href> tag within the media redirection file to insert a Uniform Resource Locator 
(URL) of the media cache" (fig. 5, element 55; fig. 7, elements 1 and 2). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

15. Claim 11 is allowed. 



1 . Applicant's arguments filed 3/5/02 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. This maintains the rejections of the previous action, paper number 7 which 
is hereby incorporated by reference. 

In the response, applicant argues, "the present invention describes a response (the 
MRF) to the client request by a home or origin server communicated through the 
network away from the home or origin server". Examiner finds Yates et al (USP 



Response to Arguments 
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6167438) does teach the client first sends requests to the origin server for the delivery 
of a media redirection file (the abstract; fig. 3; fig. 7; col. 18, lines 45-65). The cache 
servers act as the origin server in response to clients' requests of the media redirection 
files (col. 3, line 45 to col. 4, line 67; col. 19, lines 43-54; col. 24, lines 10-26; col. 27, 
line 43 to col. 28, Iine13). Client requests do go to the origin server when cache servers 
cannot serve the client request (fig. 10; col. 28, lines 1-7; col. 11, lines 55-65). Yates 
does teach the media content file is obtained from the local media cache by the client 
(col. 1 , lines 44-48; fig. 3), which is obvious that the instructions in the MRF is modified. 



Conclusion 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



5 





Application/Control Number: 09/440,975 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2177 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Linh M Pham whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0317. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs, 7am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-5654 
for regular communications and 703-308-6606 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 



3800. 



Linh M Pham 
Examiner 
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